














































































































































































































































































































































































































Department of Labor and Industries
Summary of Pesticide I nspections

2001
City, N # of Other _ _ Inspection
County, [Pesticides Type of . |Incident | Complaint Dates o Type of
: employ- . How exposed |Agencies Citations/ Costs .
Inspection| Involved Business Date Date (Opened) Inspection
ees Involved
# (Closed)
Mossyrock  |Green Shield 100 Bulb and |[Gloves, eye None N/A N/A 07/02/2001 |Serious violations included lack Referral
Lewis Perennial [protection required- of an eyewash, lack of a hazard
302206636 Farm not mentioned in 07/24/2001 |communication program, lack of
inspection report. hazard communication training.
Total penalties: $450.
George Gramoxone 3 Vineyard |Inadequate Follow- DOH 6-7/2000 N/A 07/03/2001 |No violations. Follow up
Grant (Paraquat), up on 2000
304330533  |RoundUp inspection 07/03/2001 |No penalties assessed.
Sunnyside Guthion (OP), 2 Vineyard/As |Not clear from DOH  |07/06/2000 N/A 07/10/2001 |No violations. Follow up
Yakima Souran?, paragus report.
304665136  |Micro Max Apple Follow-up on 2000 07/10/2001
fertilizer Orchard inspection No penalties assessed.
Puyallup Round-Up, 64 Landscape |Personal protective None N/A Not available | 07/19/2001 [Serious violations included no Complaint
Pierce Amine 4, Services |equipment heating conservation training and
304432313  [Crossbow, adequate- no 08/22/2001 |lack of audiometric testing.
Confront, apparent exposure.
Snapshot Total penalties: $250
Wapato Guthion (OP) 1 Fruit No apparent None N/A N/A 07/28/2001 |General — No accident Planned
Yakima Orchard [exposure- not cited prevention program, lack of
303896161 for personal 07/30/2001 |material safety data sheet,
protective pesticide posting requirements
equipment. were not met.
No penalties assessed.
Selah Success 1 Apple  |Personal hygiene, None N/A N/A 07/28/2001 |[Serious — No Hazard Planned
Yakima (Spinosyn A, Orchard [washing not Communication training, no
303896203  |Spinosyn D) followed. 07/30/2001 |Accident Prevention Program,
biopesticide no pesticide postings, no clean
storage or clothing, no written
respirator training.
Total penalties: $150
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Department of Labor and Industries
Summary of Pesticide I nspections

2001
City, N # of Other _ _ Inspection
County, [Pesticides Type of . |Incident | Complaint Dates o Type of
: employ- . How exposed |Agencies Citations/ Costs .
Inspection| Involved Business Date Date (Opened) Inspection
ees Involved
# (Closed)
Quincy Herbacide-2, 20 Vegetable |Wind blew None [07/18/2001| 08/02/2001 | 08/07/2001 [Serious violations for lack of Referral
Grant 4-D Amine 4, Crops  |pesticides in soap and towels, other
304665250  [Round Up. employee’s face. 09/14/2001 |decontamination supplies/
equipment, no change of
clothing, and personal protective
equipment used did not meet the
requirements of the pesticide
label.
Total penalties: $300
Naches Guthion (OP) 1 Apple  |Employees not None  [08/11/2001 N/A 08/11/2001 |Serious violations included no Planned
Yakima Orchard |[wearing appropriate hazard communication trailing,
303896120 personal protective 08/14/2001 |no fit-testing for respirator users,
equipment when no pesticide safety training, lack
spraying. of soap and towels, lack of an
emergency eyewash, no change
of clothing.
Total penalties: $1050
Naches Guthion (OP) 1 Apple  |Employees not None 08/11/03- N/A 08/11/2001 |Serious violations included lack Planned
Yakima Orchard [wearing respirators opening of pesticide safety training, lack
303896088 and other personal conference 08/14/2001 |of soap and towels, no change of
protective clothing, no fit-testing for
equipment when respirator users, no hazard
applying Guthion communication training, no
emergency eyewash, and
personal protective equipment
used did not meet the
requirements of the pesticide
label.
Total penalties: $1750.
2003 Annual PIRT Report 133




Department of Labor and Industries
Summary of Pesticide I nspections

2001
City, N # of Other _ _ Inspection
County, [Pesticides Type of . |Incident | Complaint Dates o Type of
: employ- . How exposed |Agencies Citations/ Costs .
Inspection| Involved Business Date Date (Opened) Inspection
ees Involved
# (Closed)
Prosser Warrior (X), 1 Row Crops [Employee working DOH 07/04/01 N/A 08/15/2001 |Serious violations included no Referral
Benton Guthion (OP), in field during medical evaluations and fit-
304665292  |Kenetic (X), aerial application, 09/05/2001 |testing for respirator users, lack
Bravo (X) no personal of soap and towels, no change of
protective clothing, personal protective
equipment worn by equipment used did not meet the
employees requirements of the pesticide
subjected to drift, label, no pesticide safety
health effects training, and requirements for
observed the notice of pesticide
application were not followed.
Total penalties: $900
Redmond Round up 20 Nursery |Employer not None N/A Not available [ 08/16/2001 |General violations included: no | Complaint
King applying pesticides written respirator program, no
304663685 at time of 08/27/2001 |written hazard communication
inspection. program & no personal
Allegation of protective equipment.
inadequate personal
protective No penalties assessed.
equipment not
verified.
Selah Guthion 50 Fruit Alleged early DOH 7/23 to N/A 08/24/2001 |Serious violations for lack of Referral
Yakima Solupak (OP), Company |reentry exposure. 7/27/2001 decontamination supplies, no
304665375  |Imidan 70 W No 09/06/2001 |change of clothing, violation of
(OP) decontamination the restricted entry interval,
Fungicide supplies, no notification requirements of
personal protective pesticide application were not
equipment. met; no pesticide safety training.
Total penalties: $4200
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Department of Labor and Industries
Summary of Pesticide I nspections

2001
City, N # of Other _ _ Inspection
County, [Pesticides Type of . |Incident | Complaint Dates o Type of
: employ- . How exposed |Agencies Citations/ Costs .
Inspection| Involved Business Date Date (Opened) Inspection
ees Involved
# (Closed)
Othello Round-Up, 3 Hay personal protective |Community| N/A N/A 08/27/2001 |General violations included no Referral
Adams Gramaxone Stacking |equipment worn Health accident prevention program, no
304624158  |(Paraquat) according to Clinic, 08/27/2001 |pesticides program, no pesticide
interview. Dermal Pasco. application information posted,
contact? and no Hazard Communication
Program.
No penalties assessed.
Quincy Azinphosmeth 3 Apple  |No active DOH |06/15/2001 N/A 08/29/2001 [No violations Referral
Grant yl (Guthion- Orchard |application during
304665417 |OP) inspection. No 09/14/2001
Worker Protection
Standard violations. No penalties assessed.
Oroville Ziram 35 Orchard |[Alleged early WSDA N/A N/A 09/06/2001 |General — No Hazard Referral
Okanogan Granuflo (C) reentry exposure, Communication Program, no
304624232 drift exposure, label 09/19/2001 |information posted on pesticide
violations not applications, no training, no
substantiated by proper respirator use.
inspection.
No penalties assessed.
Yakima Not 01 Apple |Employee was not None N/A Not available | 09/12/2001 |General — employer failed to Complaint
Yakima documented Orchard  [fit-tested but train employees on details of
303917215 |in inspection. exposure to 09/12/2001 |Hazard Communication
pesticide was not program, no spray suits or
verified since he respirators provided when
was not spraying at spraying. Equipment in poor
time of inspection. shape.
No penalties assessed.
Wenatchee  |Guthion 25 Farm No history of None N/A N/A 11/15/2001 |One serious violation because no Planned
Chelan Solupak in Chemical [pesticide spills/ hazard communication training
303896351  |factory-sealed Supplier [clean up indicated 11/19/2001 |was conducted.
containers in inspection report.
(supplier). Total penalties: $450
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Department of Labor and Industries
Summary of Pesticide I nspections

2001
City, N # of Other _ _ Inspection
County, [Pesticides Type of . |Incident | Complaint Dates o Type of
. employ- j How exposed [Agencies Citations/ Costs .
Inspection| Involved Business Date Date (Opened) Inspection
ees Involved
# (Closed)

Yakima Lorsban 4E 3 Apple  |Allegations in None N/A Not available | 12/02/2002 |Repeat serious violations for Complaint

Yakima (OP) Orchard [complaint included lack of soap and towels, lack of a

304152267 |Rubigan EC spraying when the 12/02/2002 |change of clothing, and no

Guthion wind is blowing, no emergency eyewash. Serious
Solupak (OP) water to wash violations included, no pesticide
hands, pesticide not safety training, damaged
locked up, drinking personal protective equipment,
water contaminated, personal protective equipment
no drinking water, used did not meet the
spray containers not requirements of the pesticide
disposed of; not label, and no medical evaluation
advised of proper and fit-testing for respirator
handling of users.
chemicals
Total penalties: $28,400.
2003 Annual PIRT Report 136




Appendix D

= \WSDA Pesticide License Types

=  Enforcement Action Definitions
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WSDA PESTICIDE LICENSE TYPES

License Type

Definition

Commercial Applicator

Commercial Operator

Commercial Pest Control
Consultant*

Dealer Manager*

Private Applicator

Private Commercial
Applicator

Public Operator

Public Pest Control
Consultant*

Demonstration and
Research Applicator

A person engaged in the business of applying pesticides to the
land/property of another. This land can either be publicly or privately
owned. Prior to license issuance, a Financial Responsibility Insurance
Certificate (FRIC) must be filed with WSDA by the insuring company.

A person employed by a WSDA-licensed commercial applicator to
apply pesticides to the land of another. This land can either be publicly
or privately owned.

A person who sells or offers pesticides for sale at other than the licensed
pesticide dealer outlet from which they are employed. In addition,
commercial consultants may offer or supply technical advice or make
recommendations to the users of non-home and garden pesticides. They
may also perform wood destroying organism inspections. Licensed and
employed commercial applicators and commercial operators may act as
commercial consultants without acquiring the consultant’s license.

A person who supervises the distribution of pesticides (other than home
and garden products) from a licensed pesticide dealer outlet.

A person who applies or supervises the application of a “Restricted
Use” pesticide on land owned or rented by him or his employer for the
purpose of producing an agricultural commodity.

A person who applies of supervises the use of a “Restricted Use”
pesticide on land owned or rented by him or his employer for purposes
other than the production of an agricultural commodity.

A person who, while acting as an employee of a governmental agency,
applies restricted use pesticides by any means or general use pesticides
by power equipment on public or private property. Public operators
may act as public consultants. (Public operators licensed only in the
Public Health category are exempt from the fee.)

A person who, while acting as an employee of a governmental agency,
offers or supplies technical advice, supervision, aid, or makes
recommendations to the user of pesticides other than home and garden
products. Public Consultants may not act as public operators without
the operator’s license.

A person who applies or supervises the use of any experimental or
restricted use pesticide to small experimental plots at no charge. Public
employees performing research applications fall under the licensing
requirements of the public operator.

*License does not allow the holder to use or supervise the use of a restricted use pesticide. Refer to other types for

appropriate license.
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WSDA Enforcement Action Definitions

Enforcement Action

Definition

No action indicated

Technical assistance
Verbal Warning
Advisory letter/Warning
letter

Notice of correction

Notice of
Intent/Administrative
action

Legal case

Referred

Stop sale

2003 Annual PIRT Report

Not a pesticide complaint, or
Not valid, or

No violations noted, or

No further action required.

WSDA provided information only.

No evidence for further legal action but person was cautioned verbally
by WSDA. No permanent record of warning.

Some evidence of violation but not enough to take legal action. Person
was warned to be more cautious.

Notified that a minor violation must be corrected. Usually given thirty
days. If corrected, no further action. If not corrected, further action is

taken.

Usually results in a fine and/or license suspension for a varying
interval.

Sent to another agency for action. The violation is not in WSDA
jurisdiction.

Further sale of the product is prohibited until violation corrected.
Generally an unregistered or damaged product.
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Appendix E

Department of Ecology Maps
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Map C - Active Remediation Sites With Pesticide Contamination
Toxics Cleanup Program (Through The Year 2001)
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“Improving Data Quality in Pesticide IlIness Surveillance” National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) Grant, Washington State Department of
Health

1. Improving the functionality and compatibility of the PIMS database management
system

From 1991 through 1999, the PIMS program used an Rbase database located on a
Novell server at DOH. Because of a lack of internal support for Rbase programs,
DOH adoption of new software specifications and, most importantly, coded variables
inconsistent with the current CDC/NIOSH standardized definitions and formats, a
new database management system was created. The original database structure was
revised and expanded so that data are consistent with CDC/NIOSH standard variable
definitions, coding, names and formats, and can be easily exported to NIOSH, EPA
and the other surveillance states in a standardized format.

2. Evaluating and improving the quality of data collected by PIMS

a. Examination of the effect of data quality on case determination for pesticide
related illness: This work has been completed and is in the process of being
written up for presentation.

b. Estimate the degree and understanding of the determinants of underreporting: As
of this printing, the following activities have been initiated.

Key Informant Interviews and Worker Focus Groups have been conducted and
the data are being analyzed.

DOH is presently conducting a study of hospital and emergency department out
patient records from providers in the Yakima Valley to ascertain the degree of
under reporting. Each of the major health facilities in Yakima County will be
contacted about outpatient encounters potentially related to pesticides during the
year 2000. Potential cases will be identified by External Cause of Injury Codes
(E-codes) that specify specific pesticides or agricultural chemicals, or
manifestation codes indicating toxic effects of specific and non-specific pesticides
and non-medical substances. The records will be matched against PIMS cases.

In the third year of the project, interviews will be targeted to providers where
farm workers seek medical care without filing a Workman’s Compensation claim.
These interviews will focus on the importance of the surveillance system and
discuss provider procedures for reporting when suspected pesticide related
illnesses are seen.

c. Improving the quality of spatial data: Presently incident location is recorded only
to the county level. This makes it impossible to use the data to target specific
regions, conduct spatial analysis of where farmworkers seek medical care in
relation to where they work or live, or to graphically display the location of
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incidents on a statewide basis. This portion of the study will seek to improve the
accuracy of the recording of incidents by geographic location. It will be
undertaken in the third year of the project.

3. Enhancing the analysis of PIMS data and expanding the dissemination of program
and policy relevant information derived from PIMS data.

Work on this element will be completed in the second and third years of the grant.
Interviews will be conducted with those who develop interventions and those
affected by interventions. Interviews will also be conducted with the PIRT Panel,
employer trade organizations, grower groups and farm worker representatives. A
final report based on the interviews will summarize the comments and list the
suggested analyses and data products.
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